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Sounds great, Do you have specific application methods? That is the difficult part. Define what
work has been done by the author and expain the viable options. What projects/evidence are
used to support the idea/thesis/claim? - Citations that support the work, properly formatted - A
clear explanation of the main results - Conclusions of the work and the recommendations of the
author
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Reviewer General Comments and Suggestions (mandatory written feedback):

Good topic and very timely. The problem I note is that the proposed paper does not exhibit any
subjective research. Critical research is so important to support your argument or else it will
read as an opinion.
Good luck.
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( ) 2. Recommended with Reservation (suggest changes to the manuscript as specified in this review)
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Reviewer General Comments and Suggestions (mandatory written feedback)

Overall a clear proposal although toward the end of the abstract, the sentence describing “The
paper intends to demonstrate that…” was not clear. The sentence did not seem to state
specifically what it would demonstrate. The author should clarify this. However, the basic
premise and objectives of the paper are strong. I appreciate that the author is not stepping back
into a discussion of whether hand or digital is good, but rather moving the conversation forward
to address areas and topics that they believe are being left behind—even though they could be
effectively integrated into the curriculum through the digital technology. I appreciate that the
focus is on topics and content—with the method being only the means to refocus on those
topics. This topic would be of interest to a larger number of educators.
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( ) 2. Recommended with Reservation (suggest changes to the manuscript as specified in this review)
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